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PREFACE 



This is the second in a series of four reports 
dealing with t/ie 1975 Every Student Survey. This survey 
is very similar to one done in 1970., 

The present report provides a further description 
of students' social and demographic background . it also 
contains comparisons with data from the 1970 survey. It 
does not f however, establish relationships with program 
placement ; this is done in the third report in the series. 

The preparation of these reports was made possible 
by the assistance of many persons, most notablj Dr. E. N, 

right, who dent his guidance in many respects . Our 
appreciation also goes out to Dr. Jack Murray, Val McLeod , 
Janis Gershman , and Lynda Groves — all of whom assisted 
in different hut important ways. 



Ramesh A. Deosaran. 



EXPLANATORY NOTE 

Some of the groupings of countries and languages 
in the tables of this report may not reflect current political 
realities or conventional linguistic distinctions . 

In the case of languages, the coding reflects the 
students* responses as accurately as possible. For instance, 
many students reported that their mother tongue was "Serbo- 
"Croatian" others '^Serbian" and still others "Croatian." No 
attempt was made to correct or rationalize such apparent 
inconsistencies. 

The coding system used for countries was developed • 
first in 1970 prior to our knowing the origins of all students. 
For the most part, the coding of countries in 1975 was held 
as closely as possible to that used in the 1970 survey to 
facilitate comparisons between the two surveys. Moreover, in 
order to compile the results as efficiently as possible, some 
geographically contiguous or politically related countries were 
combined. Examples include the West Indies; Russia/Ukraine; 
India/Ceylon and Pakistan/Bangladesh. In preparing the 1975 
report, some previously grouped countries were reported individually, 
such as the countries in the West Indies. However, the West Indian 
category was still retained for students who reported "West Indies" 
as their country of origin . 

The Board of Education is aware that some combinations 
are deemed inappropriate by some people. In future, every effort 
will be made to acknowledge, as fully as possible, significant political 
and cultural differences- 



INTRODUCTION 



This is the second in a series of four reports dealing with the 
1975 E^^ery Stuc^ent Survey, The first report (Deosaran and Wright, 1976) 
toucheci on relationships between students' background and placement by type 
of class or programme. In that report, student's background was classified 
according to country or province of birth, mother tongue, and occupation of 
household head. Comparisons were also made with the results from a similar 
sur^'ey in 1970 (Wright, 1970). Almost 98 per cent of all the students (94,646) 
in the Toronto school system completed usable forms in the 1975 survey. 

For the purpose of analysis, these students were classified into 
four irninigrant/language groups: 

(1) students born in Canada, English the first 
language; 

(2) students born in Canada, English not the first 
language or another language and English learned 
at the same time; 

(3) students not born in Canada, English the first 
language; 

(4) students not born in Canada, English not the 
first language or another language and English 
learned at the same time.-^ 

The first report further established the general differences among 
the four immigrant/language groups in terms of grade and special class 
enrolment in the elementary school, and level of study in the secondary 
school- For instance, the proportion of students from group 1 (Canadian- 
born, English first language) and group 4 (non-Canadian-born , English as a 
second language) in Special Class A (opportunity class) were more similar 
than the proportion of students from group 2 (Canadian-born, English as 



1 Th^^oughout this report, students in groups 2 and 4 will be described as 
students having English as a second languag e. 



- 2 - 

second language) and group 3 (non Canadian born, English first language). 
In fact, group 1 and 4 both had a larger proportion in Special Class A than 
either of the othor two groups. Also, the non-Canadian-born/ English second 
language group (group 4) had the smallest proportion of students (56 per cent) 
enrolled in level 5 in the secondary School; the proportion for each of the 
other groups exceeded 50 per cent. 

Other tables in the first report further established that the lower 
the occupational status of parents, the more likely students were to be in 
an "opportunity" class * The opposite trend was found for students enrolled 
in level 5. While students whose parents were physicians, engineers, etc. 
appear to have 9 chances out of 10 to be in level 5, students with parents 
as packers, taxi drivers, etc. had only 5 chances out of 10. Such findings 
suggested the need for a closer look ^t the social and demographic background 
of students in the four immigrant/language groups, ^ 

In this second report further relationships are established among 
parents' occupation, students* mother tongue, and students' immigrant status . 
These relationships are not as school^related as those found in the first 
report. They do, however, provide an in-depth look at the sociological 
variations existing within the different student groups and the relationships 
among the different background factors. 

Readers are cautioned to note that, unlike much census-type data, 
the data in this report are student-based — not household-based. Thus house- 
holds with several children in the school system contribute more to the results 
than those households with only one child in' the system. This method of reporting 
reflects the school population rather than the population in the community. 
To facilitate comparisons between the two periods, two of the tables in this 
text include both 1975 and 1970 data. Another table from the 1970 survey is 

* now referred to as Special Program {primary/ Junior and Senior). 

ERIC 8 
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included in the textr but because of the complexity of the data it is 
kept separately from the relevant 1975 table- While statistical tests 
have been applied to group differences in some tables. Appendix B contains 
a special table to facilitate further comparisons between specific groups 
within the same table. 
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RESULTS 

Occupation and New Canadian Status 

1975 Data 

Occupations were coded according to the Blishen scale and then 
combined into eight categories (2 to 9), Seven special categories (10-16) 
were ac^ded to accommodate nonemployed persons such as pensioners, unemployed, 
welfare recipients etc. As seen in Table 1, over 50 per cent of the students 
in the school system come from homes where parents' occupations were described 
as labourers, repairmen, sales clerks, machinists etc. (categories 2-4); 
whereas 13 per cent described parents' occupations as managers, physicians, 
pilots etc- (categories 8-9) . Another 20 per cent of the parents were employe-: 
in intermediate status occupations (categories 5-7) , 

It is quite clear from Table 1 that whether or not the students 
had English as the first language made a greater difference in terms of 
their parents' occupations, than whether or not they were born in Canada. 
For instance, 60 per cent of the non-Canadian-born students with English as 
second language had parents from the lowest occupational category (labourers, 
taxi drivers, porters ejtc. ) . The comparable figure for Canadian-born students 
with English as a second language was 57 per cent. On the other hand, the 
proportion of students in group 1 (Canadian-born, English first language) 
and group 3 (non-Canadian-born, English first language) with parents in the 
lowest occupational category was only 26 and 36 per cent respectively. As 
Table 1 further shows, groups 2 and 4 each had only 3 per cent in category 
9 (engineers, lawyers, pilots etc,)- Furthermore, in terms of having house- 
hold heads in category 9 (engineers, lawyers, pilots etc), the proportion of 
students from the two English first language groups was four times higher than 
that for students in the other tv/o English second language group. 

o 10 
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TABLE 1 



Occupa- Born in Canada, 
tional English a First 
Category* Language 

(N=42020) (N=54963) 
1975 1970 



H£;\D OF HOUSEHOLD'S OCCUPATION AND PUPIL'S IM^lIGiyiNT 
STATUS EXPRESSED AS A PERCEMTAGE 



Born in Canada, 
English a Second 

Language*** 
H=22364) {N=21883) 

1975 1970 



Not born in Canada, 
English a First 
Language 
(N=7280) (N=5508) 
1975 1970 



Not born in Canada, 
English a Second 

Language*** 
(N=20251)(N=21239) 
1975 1970 



TOTAL 



,a,. 



(N=91915) {N=103818) 
1975 1970 



1** 


4.8 


3.5 


3.1 


2.1 


4.9 


2.9 


4,8 


2.6 


4.4 


3.0 


2 


26.5 


30.3 


57.3 


56.3 


35.8 


29.6 


60.2 


63.4 


42.2 


42.5 


3 


5.2 


7.3 


6.6 


8.3 


9.1 


11.6 


6.3 


6.9 


6.1 


7.6 


4 

5 


3.4 


5.2 


2.7 


5.3 


4. J 


6.4 


2.7 


3.6 


3.1 


4.9 


12.3 


11.9 


6.9 


6.5 


9.1 


10.4 


5.4 


4.7 


9,2 


9.2 


6 


9.1 


7.0 


10.0 


5.7 


8.6 


7.5 


6.0 


3.6 


8,6 


6.1 


7 


4.6 


5.1 


1.4 


4.2 


3.1 


4,7 


1.0 


2.5 


2.9 


4.3 


8 


7.5 


6.6 


2.1 


2.4 


5.2 


6.4 


1.5 


1.5 


4.6 


4.7 


9 


13.3 


11.4 


2.9 


2.8 


12.2 


14.1 


3.2 


2.7 


8.5 


7.9 


10 


1.3 


0.8 


1.2 


0.7 


0.4 


0.3 


1.1 


0.4 


1.2 


0.7 


11 


0.3 


0.6 


0.1 


0.2 


0.0 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


0.4 


12 


0.7 


0.5 


0.2 


0.2 


1.3 


1.0 


0.9 


1.2 


0.7 


0.6 


13 


3.2 


2.6 


3.0 


2.5 


2.9 


1.9 


4.6 


4.3 


3.4 


2.9 


14 


7.4 


7.2 


2.3 


2.6 


3.0 


2.9 


2.0 


2.2 


4.7 


5.0 


15 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 


0.0 


0.2 


0.2 


■ 0.3 


0.1 


0.2 


0.1 


16 


0.3 




0.1 




0.2 




0.0 




0.2 



TOTAL 100.0 ino.i 

PERCENTAGE 



100.0 99.8 



100.0 100,0 



100.1 99.8 



100.2 99.9 



I 
I 



Chi-Square = 13620.7; df = 45; pi.Ol 

a Suinber of students for whom no information on immigrant status available = 786 

* See Appendix A for category description 
No information 

*** Includes those who learned English and another language at the same time 
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It appears from Table 1 that, regardless of where they are born, 
students with English as first language were much more likely than those 
with English as second language to have parents in a higher occupational 
category and much less likely to have parents in the lowest occupational 
category. 

With respect to the special categories (10-16) , there were only 
slight differences among the four "immigrant status" groups. Canadian-born 
students with English as first language were more likely than any of the 
other three groups to come from "mother-only" homes (category 14) . The 
non-Canadian -Ijorn students with English as second language were slightly more 
likely to report household heads as unemployed (category 13) . 
1975 and 1970 Comparison 

As indicated in Table 1, the distributions of students in the 
various occupational categories are quite similar for both periods. For 
example, in both surveys, over half of the student population had household 
heads in the lowest three occupational categories 2^4 (labourers/ repairmen, 
sales clerks etc.). 

Looking at these three occupational categories again, we observe 
that in 1975 the proportion of Canadian-bom students with English as first 
language was decreased by almost 18 per cent over 1970. For this same group 
of students, there was an increase for the two highest occupational categories, 
8 and 9 (managers, teachers, physicians etc.) from 18 per cent to 21 per cent. 

Parents of students born in Canada for whom English was a second 
language showed a somewhat different occupational profile in 1975 than in 
1970. There were almost twice as many in category 6 (technicians) and only 
one third as many in category 7 (stenographers). This probably reflects 
shifts in the occupational skills of different ethnic groups. No simple 
explanation for these changes is apparent although the same trend appears 

Er|c 13 
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among the parents of children not born in C3 "^a for whom English was also 
a second language. 

Table 1 further shows that for each group of students, there was 
a slight increase from 1970 in the proportir hnn hold heads unemployed 

(category 13) and retired or on pensic 

Occupations of Working Mothers 

1975 Data 

Table 1 revealed that mother tongue of students was more strongly 
related to parents ' occupation than whether or not students were born in 
Canada- Table 2 goes further and shows the relationship between the mother 
tongue of students and the occupational status of mothers in two-parent homes. 

Some of the differences between students with English as a first 
or as a second language are quite striking. For instance, 27 per cent of 
the students with English as first language had mothers as kitchen-helpers, 
packers etc. , while the mothers of 72 per cent of those with English as a 
second language worked in such occupations. In every other occupational 
category, from 3 through 9, there w as a higher proportion of mothers of 
students with English as their first language than for those with English as 
second language. In fact. Table 2 shows that less than 2 per cent of the 
students with English as a second language had mothers who were teachers, 
lav;yers, physicians etc. as against 7 per cent of the students with English 
as a first language- 

Tables 1 and 2 were developed by combining specific occupational 
categories from the Blishen scale. However, that method tended to m/sk the 
distribution of occupations in which women were predominant. Accordingly 
all occupational categories with 1 per cent or more of the students with 
working mothers were selected and a new table was created. Table 3 illustrates 

er|c 
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TABLE 2 

PERCENTAGES OF WORKING MOTHERS IN VARIOUS OCCUPATIONS 
AND THE RELATIONSHIP WITH WHETHER ENGLISH WAS STUDENT'S MOTHER TONGUE 



Occupation 



Code Category Description^ 



English First 

Lc Tuage 
1975 



English Not First 
Language 
1975 1970 



2 packers, weavers, kitchen helpers 

3 waitresses, sheet metal workers 

4 sales clerks, jewellers 

5 clerical, printing workers 

6 actresses , tool and diemakers 

7 musicians, stenographers 

8 various owners , librarians 

9 teachers , engineers 

10 pensioner, retired 

11 welfare/ mother's allowance 

12 adult training or retraining 

13 unemployed 



27.0 
2.3 
6.3 
17.8 
15.7 
14.2 
5.9 
7.6 
0.1 
0.0 
1.6 
1.4 



28.0 
3.9 
10.5 
15.9 
16.5 
14,1 
4.1 
5.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.7 
0.4 



71-6 
1.8 
3-6 
6-2 
8-8 
2-4 

0- 9 

1- 7 
0-2 
0-0 
0.8 
1.9 



74.6 
2.8 
5-0 
4-8 
5.9 
2-8 
1.1 
1.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.9 
0.3 



TOTAL PER CENT 



99.9 



99.9 



16014 15829 



99.9 
18817 



99.8 

16199 



Chi-Square = 7844-3; df = 14 ; p<-0l 

a no. of missing observations = 470. Categories 14 and 16 together contain 6 students, 
b no- of missing observations = 337. Categories 14 and 16 together contain 7 students. 
Category 15 contains no students - 

* This gives a few examples of occupations in each category. 
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the distribution of working mothers by occupational status for each of the 
four immigrant-status groups of students- 

The trends already noted reappear in the more refined distribution 
in Table 3. Non-Canadian-born students who had English as a second langage 
were generally more likely to have mothers in low occupational categories 
and less likely to have n»others i n a high occupational category. The 
opposite was true for Canadi.-^^ indents who had English as their first 

language . 

More specifically, Table 3 shows that 52 per cent of non-Canadian- 
born students with English as second language had mothers in the food industry 
while almost 40 per cent of Canadian-born students with English as second 
language had mothers in this industry. The comparadDle percentages for mothers 
of Canadian-l30rn students with English as first language and mothers of non- 
Canadian-born students with English as first language are 12 and 26 per cent 
respectively . 

The distribution for "typists" and "stenographers" accentuates the 
relationships observed for English-speaking background. For instance^ while 
30 per cent of the Canadian-born students from an English-speaking background 
had mothers as typists and stenographers, orily 8 per cent of Canadian-born 
students with English as second language had mothers in such occupations. 
English proficiency is clearly a requirement for these occupations. 
1975 and 1970 _ Comparison 

Few differences are apparent between the 1970 and 1975 distributions 
in Table 2. ' ^For students with English as first language, there was a decrease 
from 10 to 6 in the percentage of mothers as sales clerks, jewellers etc. 
On the other hand, there was a slight increase in the proportion of students 
with English as first lanquaqe whose mothers were librarians , 'teachers , 
physicians etc. 
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TABLE 3 



PERCENTAGE OF MOTHERS IN SELECTED OCCUPATIONAL 
CATEGORIES BY CHILD'S COUNTRY OF BIRTH AND MOTHER TONGUE 



,nd Illustrative Born in Canada, Born in Canada, Not bom in Not bom in TOTAL 

)ccupations* English a first English a sec- Canada, English Canada, English 

language ond language a first language a second language 

(N=10841) (N=8507) (N=2721) (N=8513) (N=30582) 



" textile occupations 


2.8 


13.2 


9.6 


20.1 


11.1 


len helpers r food 
:age industry 


i 


39.4 


26.2 


52.3 


32.1 


1, babysitters 


3.7 


5.9 


4.6 


5.6 


4.9 


:esses 


8.8 


11.3 


5.6 


5.7 


8.3 


ng assistants 


1.3 


1.2 


4.7 


1.0 


1.5 


1 clerks 


6.7 


4.1 


5.3 


2.2 


4.6 


Its 


15.5 


5.9 


11.1 


3.7 


9.2 


iS, graduate 


5.5 


1.6 


3.1 


1.0 


2.9 


inics and repairmen 


2.8 


7.6 


1.9 


3 2 


4.2 


:ior decorators 


2.4 


0.3 


1.4 


IJ. 


1.1 


:al technicians 


2.0 


1.2 


1.0 


Z^A 


1.2 


:eepers and cashi:£rs 


9.2 


3.2 


11.9 


lU 


5.8 


>graphers 


14.9 


2.6 


6.8 


1^2 


7.0 


ircial traveller-:? 


3.C 


0.7 


1.0 


XlA 


1.4 


:s and managers 


2.8 


0-6 


1.9 




1.4 


)1 teachers 


6.7 


1.2 


3.9 




3.3 



:hose categories with more than 1 per cent of the 33861 students who had working mothers are included. 
?0, 32022 students had working mothers. 



TABLE 4 

HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD'S OCCUPATION FOR STODENTS OF 
VARIOUS LANGUAGE BACKGROUNDS EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE 



LANGUAGE GROUPS 

Occupa- Italian** Portuguese Greek Chinese Polish French Ukrainian Spanish German Serbo- 

tional Croatian 

category* (n=9520) (N=7227) (N=6218) (K=5794) (N=1476) (N=1318) (N=1248) (N=1238) (n=1177) (n=941) 



1 

1 


2.7 


3.3 


3.7 


5.1 


2 


71.3 


74.2 


63.1 


55.5 


3 


5.1 


5.8 


7.7 


3.9 


4 


2.0 


1.9 


1.9 


2.3 


5 


4.3 


3.3 


5.0 


6.2 


6 


5.1 


2.7 


10.5 


14.2 


7 






n 7 


i.i 


0 
u 


U.-) 


n /I 


0.4 


1 A 

1.4 


9 


0.4 


0.3 


0.8 


2.6 


10 


1.6 


0.7 


0.6 


1.5 


11 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 


0.0 


12 


Q.l 


0.1 


0.3 


1.0 


13 


4.3 


5.2 


3.6 


2.7 


14 


2.0 


1.4 


1.6 


1.9 


15 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


16 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.1 


TOTAL 


99.9 


99.8 


100.0 


99.9 



PERCENTAGE 



4.6 


5.3 


3.8 


4.4 


3.4 


5.5 


52.5 


29.7 


47.8 


53.3 


31.5 


55.3 


10.8 


5.1 


9.9 


10.8 


7.6 


8.7 


3.9 


3.0 


3.8 


3.7 


4.3 


3.0 


8.2 


8.0 


11.5 


4.6 


13.1 


7.4 


5.7 


8.6 


7.3 


5.3 


13.8 


6.1 


1.6 


A A 

4.0 


1.3 


2.5 


4.7 


0.6 


1.8 


8.9 


3.8 


2.7 


5.5 


1.9 


3.0 


10.8 


5.3 


5.3 


9.4 


3.6 


2.3 


1.3 


1.0 


0.5 


1.1 


1.8 


0.1 


0.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.1 


0.0 


0.3 


1.0 


0.2 


1.7 


0.9 


0.5 


2.2 


4.9 


1.5 


3.2 


1.9 


2.9 


2.6 


1.1 


2.3 


1.8 


2.2 


2.5 


0.2 


0.5 


0.2 


0.0 


0.3 


0.1 


0.0 


0.7 


0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


0.0 


99.8 


100.0 


99.8 


99.9 


100.0 


100.0 



* See Appendix A for category description. 

** ?;tudents in each language group include both those who have the language as their mother tongue and those 

who learned the language at the same time as English. 20 
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...continued 



TABLE 4 



HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD'S OCCUPATION FOR' STUDENTS OF 
VARIOUS LANGUAGE BACKGROUNDS EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE 
Continued 



LANGUAGE GROUPS 

Occiipj- hce^o- Hungarian Korean Indian Cantonese Punjabi Japanese Hindi Lithuan- 

tiotiaJ nian** Uncla. iaii 

(«) (N=480) (N=334) (N=324) (N=280) (N=257) (N=254) (N=235) (N=216) 



IMtese Jamaican 
Patois 
(N=211) (N=204) 



1 


2.0 


4.8 


6.0 


4.6 


5.0 


5.1 


3.9 


4.7 


.7 




6.. 


2 


63.0 


33.3 


20.7 


40.4 


47.9 






32.3 


39.4 


59.7 


51.5 


3 


5.3 


6,7 


7.6 


8.0 


2.1 


10.5 


5.5 


7.2 


6.5 


10.4 


15.7 


4 


2.0 


3.5 


6.0 


9.6 


0.4 


12.8 


1.2 


5.5 


5.1 


2.8 


2.9 


5 


4.8 


9.4 


7.5 


13.6 


4.3 


5.4 


9.1 


11.1 


17.1 


11.8 


7.4 


6 


16.0 


10.8 


23.4 


5.9 


12.9 


5.4 


8.7 


9.8 


7.4 


2.8 


4.9 


7 


n 0 








1.1 


1 T 
iU 


5.5 


3.8 


4.2 


0.5 


2.0 


8 


0.6 


4.4 


3.9 


2.8 


1.4 


1.9 


11.0 


4.3 


3.7 


0.9 


0.5 


9 


0,2 


12.5 


7.5 


6.2 


2.9 


4.7 


14.2 


14.9' 


4.6 


0.5 


0.5 


10 


LO 


1.9 


0.3 


0.0 


5.0 


1.2 


0.4 


0.4 


0.5 


2.4 


0.0 


u 


0,0 


0.4 


0.0 


0.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 ■ 


0.0 


0.5 


12 


0.0 


0.2 


6.3 


1.9 


2.5 


0.0 


0.8 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0 


1.0 


13 


3.6 


4.4 


3.9 


2.5 


6.1 


10.9 


1.6 


3.0 


2.8 


1.4 


2.9 


14 


1.4 


3.5 


3.9 


3.4 


3.9 


0.4 


0.8 


2.1 


4.2 


2.8 


3.4 


15 


o:o 


0.8 


0.3 


0.0 


4.6 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0 


21 


0,2 


0.8 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




lOo.l 


99.9 


100.2 


100.1 


100.1 


100.0 


100.1 


"100.0 


100.1 


99.8 


100.1 



* AppemJijc A for category description. 

** Students in each language group include both those who have the language as their mother tongue and those 
urh^iparned the language at the same time as English 
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For students ' H t .\s a second langi there w: i flight 

increase in the percent r orking as cl<„ ' xi workers, actresses, 

etc. (occupational categories #5 and 6) . 



Language Group and Occupation 

1975 Data 

In this section the relationships between students' language 
background and their parents' occupations are examined. Those languages 
reported by over 200 students as the mother tongue or as the languages learned 
at the same time as English were selected for Table 4. These 21 languages, 
ranging from Italian (9520 students) to Jamaican Patois (204 students) / are 
presented in descending order of frequency in Table 4. 

In ten of the 21 language groups the parents of more than 50 per cent 
of the students work in the lowest occupational category. Almost three 
quarters of the parents of Italian and Portuguese speaking students (71 and 
74 per cent respectively) work as labourers, taXi drivers, kitchen helpers 
etc. (category 2) . In all but two of the 21 language groups the parents of 
more than 30 per cent of the students work in the lowest occupational category. 
The two exceptions are Korean and French with 21 and 30 per cent respectively. 

Only four of the 21 language groups had more than 10 per cent of 
the parents working as doctors, engineers, teachers -^tc. (category- 9). These 
four groups are Hindi (15%), Japanese (14%), Hungarian (12%) and French (11%). 

Some perspective for these percentages can be gained by comparing 
the groups in Table 4 with the Canadian-born, English first language group 
of students in Table 1. Twenty-six percent of those students' parents worked 
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TABLE 5 



HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD'S OCCUPATION FOR STUDENTS OF VARIOUS LANGUAGE BACKGROUNDS EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE 

(1970 SURVEY) 



Language Groups 

Occupational Italian** Portuguese Greek Chinese Polish Ukrainian German Jugoslavian French Hungarian 
Category (N=13804) (N=4826) (N=4599) (N=3973) {N=2487) (N=2286) (N=2008) (N=1053) (N'1373) (N=789) 
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1* 


1.7 


2.1 
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75.0 


73.7 
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5.7 


7.6 


4 


2.6 


2.4 


5 


3.3 


3.4 
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3.3 


2.7 
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1.0 


0.7 
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0.4 


0.6 


9 


0.1 


0.3 


10 


0.4 


0.1 


11 


0.1 


0.1 


12 


0.2 


0.8 


13 


4.7 


3.9 


14 


1.5 


1,5 


15 


0.0 


0.0 



TOTAL 

PERCEmCE 100.0 99.9 



2.5 


3.4 


2.1 


2.3 


62.0 


54.2 


55.6 


45,6 


8.5 


4.1 


10.8 


11.8 


6.1 


5.8 


5.0 


7,6 


4.1 


4.4 


8.3 


9,1 


2.6 


6.5 


5.1 


6.5 


6.6 


8.5 


1.6 


2.6 


0.5 


1.6 


1.8 


3.9 


0.7 


2.6 


2.5 


4.5 


0.1 


1.7 


0.6 


0.7 


0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


0.1 


0.8 


1.5 


0.4 


0.2 


3.5 


2.4 


2.7 


1.9 


1.6 


3.0 


3.1 


3.0 


0.1 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


99.8 


99.9 


99.8 


99.8 



2.6 


3.1 


3.9 


3.4 


39.3 


55.2 


37.3 


36.0 


10.2 


11.3 


8.7 


9.4 


5.0 


5.8 


4.3 


6.0 


12.0 


6.5 


8.2 


6 5 

Vf -J 


9.2 


5.3 


4.9 


9.0 


4.6 


2.8 


3.4 


5.2 


5.2 


1.2 


5.5 


5.4 


6.6 


2.0 


8.3 


8.9 


0.6 


0.0 


0.9 


0.2 


0.1 


0.0 


0.9 


0.5 


0.6 


1.3 


0.6 


0.2 


1.0 


3.2 


4.2 


3.7 


2.9 


2.1 


8.5 


5.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.2 


0.0 


99.9 


99.8 


99.8 


100.1 



* No information 

** Students in each language group include both those who have the language as their mother tongue and those 
who learned the language at the same time as English. 
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TABLE 5 (continued) 

HEAD OF household's occupation for students of various language backgrounds expressed as a percentage 

(1970 SURVEY) 



Language Groups 
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Occupationcl 


Macedoniaif * Spanish 


slovakian 


Estonian 


Latvian 


Lithuanian (C'eylonese & Finnish 


Maltese 


Japanese 


category 


(N=667} 


{K=448) 


(N=315) 


(N=384) 


(N=345) 


(N=372) 


Pakistani) 


(N=262) 


(N=290) 


(N=258) 
















(N=2941 
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2.9 


3,8 


3.6 


2 0 
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3.7 
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J. . 4 


'X 1 

J. 1 


2 


51.9 


39.1 


25.4 


36.2 


31.8 


48.1 


22.1 


49.2 


fin 


4 J . J 
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7,2 


11.2 


7.6 


9.4 
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6.7 


6.1 


7.5 


1 "X L 
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10.9 


5.4 


4.1 


4.4 


8 4 


6.2 


4.8 


3.4 


ft k 
0.0 
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3.6 


8,3 


7.6 


9.9 


12 4 


11.8 


11.6 


9.9 




0. -L 


6 


3.1 


5.6 


7.3 


8.6 


6 4 


8.6 


6.8 


6.5 


? ft 


ft 1 


7 


14.4 


3.1 


4.1 


3.4 


6 6 


1.9 


6.1 


5.0 


<c . i 


9 7 


8 


1.5 


5.1 


8.6 


9.1 


7.5 


4.0 


9.9 


2.7 


0.3 


9.7 


9 


0.6 


7.8 


15.9 


12.0 


9.8 


4.3 


21.1 


1.5 


0.0 


10.1 


10 


0.4 


0.2 


' 0.6 


0.3 


0.9 


0.8 


0.0 


1.5 


0.3 


0.4 


11 


0.0 


0.0 


0.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.3 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


12 


0.7 


4.2 


7.3 


0.3 


0.3 ■ 


0.0 


1.7 


1.1 


0.0 


0.0 


13 


2.2 


5.4 


2.5 


0.8 


1.2 


1.3 


1.0 


1.9 ' 


2.1 


1.2 


14 


1.9 


1.8 


4.8 


2.1 


1.4 


4.3 


4.8 


5.7 


2.4 


1.2 


ID 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.3 


0.0 


0,0 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


TOTAL 






















P'::rc1';mtage 


99.7 


100.1 


99.9 


100.1 


100.0 


99.9 


100.0 


99.5 


99.9 


100.0 



* No information 

* Students in each language group include both those who have the language as their mother tongue and those 
who^ the language at the same time as English. 
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2 

as labourers, taxi drivers, porters etc. Thus, the group of Korean-speaking 
students was the only one with a lower proportion of parents (21%) in this 

occupational category. Moreover, the proportion of parents in occupational 

category 2 for most of the other language groups was two to three times 

greater than for English-speaking students. 

Only two language groups had a higher proportion of parents working 

as doctors, engineers etc. (category 9) than the English-speaking students. 

The proportion for English-speaking students was 13 per cent while it was 14 

and 15 per cent for Japanese and Hindi-speaking students respectively. 

1975 and 1970 Comparison 

The comparable data from the 1970 survey are contained in Table 5. 
With 200 or more students as the criterion, the 1970 classification had twenty 
language groups. In 1975 there were 21 language groups with this same 
criterion. A comparison of the two lists reveals that five language groups 
in 1970 had to be dropped because they each contained fewer than the criterion 
of 200 or more students. These groups were Yugoslavian, Estonian, Czechoslovakian 
Latvian and Finnish. The six new language groups which satisfied the criterion 
in 1975 were Serbo-Croatian, Korean, Cantonese, Hindi, Punjabi and Jamaican Patois 

There are some other important differences ,in the data from the two 
surveys. A look at category 2 (labourers, taxi drivers, porters etc.) and 
category 9 (physicians, engineers, pilots etc.) reveals some striking differences. 

Let us first look at category 2. French, German, Japcinese and 
Lithuanian-speaking students all experienced a decrease in the proportion of 



This group includes both ~ those who have Korean as their^ mother tongue ..and 

those who learned Korean and English at the same time. A similar classification 
is used for the other language groups. 
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parents in this category. Between 1970 and 1975, the French group moved 
down from 37 to 30 per cont / the German from 39 to 31 per cent, the Japanese 
from 45 to 37 per cent and Lithuanian from 48 to 39 per cent. On the other 
hand, during this period the proportion of parents of the Spanish-speaking 
students in category 2 increased from 39 to 53 per cent while for the 
Macedonian-speaking students the proportion went from 52 to 63 per cent. 

Let us now look at the differences within category 9 (physicians, 
engineers, pilots etc-)- Of those language groups classified in both periods, 
French, German, Hungarian, and Japanese-speaking students experienced a 
noticeable increase in the proportion of parents in such occupations. The 
French group increased from 8 per cent in 1970 to 11 per cent in 1975; the 
German group increased from 7 to 9 per cent, Hungarian from 9 to 12 per cent 
and Japanese from 10 to 14 per cent. 
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DISCUSSION 

This report elaborated on some f the emographi. social 
aaracter .Stic tudents in . r.x nto schocl system. v:hj__Le some of 

the data -lesc^ z-rental backgrom-. , it must be noted t : :i the data were 

compiled cr tr :>^v .s of students' responses only. This :nit'^^on notwith- 
standing, me - t illustrates the wide variations amc zhe four "immigrant" 
groups and, moi specifically, among the many language g^r: os. 

In tenns of their parental occupations, whether not students 
have English as their first language makes a bigger difference than whether 
or not they were born in Canada. Compared to students with English as a 
second language, students with English as their mother tongue are much more 
likely to have parents in the professions. This holds whether or not the 
students were bom in Canada. 

However, one cannot generalize for every language group. This 
report shows clear distinctions among the various language groups. For 
instance, Japanese and Hindi-speaking students have the highest proportion 
of parents in the professional category. This proportion is even higher than 
that for students with English as their mother tongue. On the other hand, 
Italian and Portuguese-speaking students have the highest proportion of parents 
in the lowest occupational category. 

Generally, one should interpret the occupational status of immigrant 
parents as conservative estimates. For instance, certification problems faced 
on arrival in Canada may reduce an immigrant's initial occupational status. 
Furthermore, occupational status as described in this report may not accurately 
reflect the actual educational attainment of some new arrivals in Canada, such 



attainment in the native country possibly being higher than the occupation 
would indicate. 
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While v^orking rTT-rrhers has ir^-'>- sed over 1970, t 

occupational dis: others remained relat:L/e. ■ stable in the tw 

surveys. It is „ng to note that as a gro-p, non-Canadian-borr 

students with Engl, 'z.:s:i^.s second language are much more likely than 

students in other gr^r: : . ve their mothers in a low occupational status 

category (e.g. kitcrrrr. ':3). 

This repcr -ri::. fines some of the comparisons made in the previous 

report and helps pre _.^:£zarer understanding of the demographic and social 

background of the Tcrrr: s: >ol population. It is also essential to note 

that the relationshi; shed here, as in the other reports in this 
series, do not infer .; i ty . In fact, the reader is cautioned to bear in 

mind the few limitations pointed out when interpreting the data. The third 

report will take a close look at relationships between students* country of 

birth and mother tongue, and program placement. 
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APPENDIX A 
Socio-economic Codes for Household Head 



ta: 6 

socio-economic codes m head of household 
(lo::: . ...RisoN with i970 evi:ky :tudent survey report no. 91) 



Cntep,orv B^ishcn ^ ^ . Per Cent Number m i975 

" ^ Category Descr3pt . jn "Em " 

Number Categorv ^ ^ ^ '70 75 Elem- Sec. 



EKLC 



1 








No information or unknown 2.86 


4. 


78 


2301 


2130 




2 


25- 


31. 




Labourers, truck drivers, 42.74 


42. 


01 


27018 


11931 












porters 












3 


32- 


34. 


.99 


Bartenders, sheetmetal 7.68 


6, 


,05 


3934 


1676 


<* 










workers , repairmen 












/, 






QQ 


Da-LcS CXeiixb, J L-wC XXc L o , H m y i 


3 . 


10 


1939 


938 












stationary engineers. 




















machinists 












Q 
-? 


■XQ- 


■42 . 




T^foccTnon ■nf'i'nt'T'nci V7nT"l^(=>T*Q Q ^7 

r i. tr o o iUt 11, pLXllLXllg WULIVCLo, 3/.^/ 


9 , 


,16 


5242 


3251 












electricians, members of the 




















armed forces, clerical occupa- 




















tions 












6 


A3- 


-49 


.99 


Actors, tool and diemakers, 6.09 


3 


.52 


4865 


3034 












medical and dental technicians. 




















embalmers , real escate sales** 




















men 












7 


50- 




-99 


Musi ci "ns , stenocr^phers , 4 . 35 


2 


.90 


1777 


910 












athiet -s 












8 


55- 




.99 


Clergynen, va^-ic -S owners and 4.68 


4 , 


.6" 


2806 


1474 












manag^i - s , j_ns --t^ bcixebiucii 




















1 ibra r inns 












9 




" J, 




Teach ::rs , prof es.^ .onal 8 . 00 


8. 


.41 


5345 


2453 












engineers, physi:::ians , computer 




















progr~:ramcrs^ air pilots 












10 








P en s ::: 0 n e r , r ixe d wo r kma n ' s .70 


J. , 


1 fx 


'5 on 
u 














conp ens a t ion d n sa f.^>.l ed or ill 










w 


12 








Welfare, mor i^r^'s allowance .37 




.18 


104 


65 




12 








Adult trainiz:^ or re-training .64 




.68 


491 


136 




13 








Unemployed 3.15 


3 


.42 


2401 


770 




14 








Mother only, housewife 4.40 


4 


.64 


2994 


1303 




15 








Respondent on his/her own -09 




.16 


6 


144 




16 








Group home head* (e.g., social — 


• 


.20 


75 


110 












worker , etc . ) 












TOTAL PER 


CE:r 


r 




99.99 


" 99 


.99 








TOTAL '1 








103,818 


- — ? 




61688 


31015 
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00 J ill 197 
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The statistical tEible on page 25 caji be used to facilitate 
comparisons which the reader .Tiay want to make between different groups in 
the same table. The following eicaniple may be helpful. 

In Table 4, we see tha- 12.5 per cent cf the Hungarian group are 
in category 9 and 7.5 per cent cif the Korean group are in this same category. 
The percentage difference is 5. To test whether this difference is significant 
we look at the number of studen"3 in each group. There are almost 500 students 
in the Hungarian group and a llrrie over 300 in the Korean cxoup. 

Since thfe difference is 5 per cent we use the fourth section of 
the table. The number of Hunga i:r >tudents - '^ost 500 we read across 
the fourth line of the table. Since there are abcut 300 zxi the Korean group 
we stop at where the sixth colunn cuts the ^ourth ine in the table- 

A value of 3.2 - 4.0 : ^ i:^.s^zed, £ince ouzr obseirvsd dJifference of 
5 per cent is greater than the - . r ..is"^ed, '»'/e ~:3n say thexe is £ significant 
difference (at the . D5 level! betv en t±ie ~o ^rroizps in une r:=r: :mtage found 
in category 9. 

Please note that if the r^i^erved .^ffeXHiice falls vzLthJji the listed 
range the significance of this di£±^ence is questionable since the upper 
limit is a "safety" factor. 
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TABLE 7 

APPROXIMATE SA^'^LING ERROR* OF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 
PERCENTAGES OBTAINED FOR TWO DIFFERENT GROUPS OF STUDENTS 



No. of 




No. of Students 






Stu- 






























dents 


J. DUO 


j l.onO 


i 700 


.")O0 


100 




200 






For Percentage 


s fror 


35 to 65 




•J. 001) 


».o 


;;.!» ! 


!...., 


5.0 r,/j 


.').."■> r».o 


(1.2-7.8 


7. 1-0.2 


10-12 


I.Oi >0 




4.0 .";.(', 


' !.'.» 0,1 


.'>.." \\\\ 


5.0 7.1 


' (i.e. s.:; 


7.7-0.(i 


10-13 


ino 






0.:; o.r» 


i ' 


■ 0,3 7.0 


1 <».'.) >^.»; 


SO -10 


11 13 


TiOO 








0..» (.If 


rf.7 -s. I 


7.3 -'..M 


,S.MO 


11-13 


ion 










7.1-.S.0 


7.i>'0.5 


b.7-1! 


11-14 


of II) 












8.2-10 


0.1-11 


12-14 


2( K ) 














10-12 


12-15 


















1-1—1 4 




For Percentages around 


20 or 


80 




2.000 


2.0 


- :i.f> 


s.v.... 


I.O o.O 


4.4.5,.'. 


5.0-(i.2 


5.0-7.4 


8.2-0.8 


l.OOi) 




o.O 1 ."i 




I. J .J.o 


4.7-5.0 


5.3 0.0 


(i.2-7.S 


8.4-10 


700 






4.3-5.1 


4.7 .".0 


.*>.0 ().2 


5.5 (].0 


O.l-S.O 


8.0-10 


oOO 








5.1 (i. I 


5.1 ti.S 


5.S-7.2 


0.7 S.4 


S.S-U 


400 










5.7-7,1 


l!'. 1-7.0 


(i.D-S.O 


0.0-11 


oOO 












0.5-S.l 


7.3-9.1 


9.2-11 


200 














8.0-10 


'j.o— u 


. loo 
















1 1— l-i 




For Percentages around 


10 or 


90 




2.()tH) 


1.1) -2.4 


2.S-2.0 


2.r.3 2 


;i.o-3.s 


3.3-4.1 


3.7-1.0 


4.4-5.5 




1.000 




2.7-;;.4 


WW \\,s 




3.0-4.5 


4.0-5.0 


4.(»-5.8 




7(H) 






3.2 1.0 




3.«-4.S 


4.1-5.1 


4.8-0.0 




500 










1.0-5.0 


4J-5.5 


5.0-C.2 




400 










4.2-5.2 


4.0 5.S 


5.2-0.9 




300 












4.y-o.i 


5.5-0.9 




200 














6.0-7.5 






For Percentaffes around 


5 or 95 




2,000 


Li- 1.8 


1.7-2.1 


l.n-2.4 


2.2-2.S 


2.t-3.0 


2,7-3.4 






1.000 




l.'J-2.4 


2.1-2.0 


2.1-ri.O 


2.0-3.2 


2.0-3.r) 






700 






2.3-2.1) 


2.0-3.2 


2.7 3.4 


3.0-3.8 






Til 10 








2.s-:;.o 


2.',)'3.ti ' 


3.2-1.0 






400 












3.:U4.1 






HOO 










1 


3.rr-4.5 







* The values shovn are the differences required for sig- 
nificance (two standard errors) in comparisons of per- 
centages derived from two different subgroups of a survey. 
Two values — low and high — are given for each cell. The 
low value is based on the formula 2 V/j ( i ) r i /n, -f " i /nj . The 
high value is about 1.25 grei'ter than the low value and 
provides a "safety factor" to allow for departures from 
'.'r.epres ent at iv.enes.s-1-o.fLjthe.. sample... .... 

This table was adapted from: Freedinan, ^^^lelpton, & 
Campbell . Fajnily planning ^ s terility and population growth . 
New York; McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1959, pp. ^53-^59- 
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